







































































































































































































































Simultaneous	 stimuli	 presentation	and	EEG	 signal	 recording	were	manipulated	 via	 E-prime	







































𝑃𝐿𝑉$% = 1𝑁 𝑒𝑥𝑝$(-. / 0-1 / )3/45 	
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List	of	tables.		
	
Frequency	band		 Time	interval		 Between-subject	
effects	
Interactions	of	condition	×	
electrode	
alpha	(8–13	Hz)		 1-2s	
4-5s	
p	=	0.032	(*)	
p	=	0.666	
p	=	0.717	
p	=	0.172	
beta	(14–18	Hz)	 2-3s	
3-4s	
p	=	0.155	
p	=	0.145	
p	=	0.661	
p	=	0.001(*)	
gamma	(28-40	Hz)	 1-2s	
2-3s	
3-4s	
p	=	0.306	
p	=	0.846	
p	=	0.968	
p	=	0.583	
p	=	0.494	
p	=	0.465	
Table	1.	Between-subject	effects	and	interactions	of	condition	×	electrode	pair	in	all	
frequency	rounds	within	1-2s	time	window	(*p	<	0.05;	**p	<	0.01;	***p	<	0.001).	
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C	 	
Fig.	1.	(A)	Setup	of	the	experiment;	(B)	Timeline	of	one	round	for	the	trustor;	(C)	Timeline	of	
one	round	for	the	trustee.	
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Fig.	2.	Earnings	of	each	round	in	trust	vs.	power	game	(*p	<	0.05;	**p	<	0.01;	***p	<	0.001).	
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A	 	
B	 	
Fig.	3.	(A)	Reaction	time	of	trustor	and	trustee	in	the	trust	game;	(B)	Reaction	time	of	trustor	and	
trustee	in	the	power	game	(*p	<	0.05;	**p	<	0.01;	***p	<	0.001).	
	 	
25	
	
	
	
Fig.	4.	Prediction	accuracy	in	the	trust	vs.	power	game	(*p	<	0.05;	**p	<	0.01;	***p	<	0.001).	
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Fig.	5.	ERSP	magnitudes	in	trust	game	vs.	power	game,	separately,	differences	between	two	games	
and	significant	statistical	difference	(alpha	level	0.001)	
	
	
	
Fig.	6.	Average	PLV	in	trust	vs.	power	game	(*p	<	0.05;	**p	<	0.01;	***p	<	0.001).	
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Fig.	7.	Differences	in	alpha	band	interbrain	synchronicity	(corrected	p	<	0.05).	
	
